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Even if protester could have reduced its price by 
$2.2 million had protester known of relaxed 
requirements allegedly applied to selected vendor, 
GAO in camera review discloses that protester 
woulrnot have been competitive. Protester there- 
fore was not prejudiced and protest is academic. 

Centennial Computer Products, Inc. (Centennial), 
protests the selection of another offeror, MASSTOR Corpora- 
tion (MASSTOR), for the award of a contract under request 
for proposals ( R F P )  No. 8-1-2-AH-00014 issued by the 
National Aeronautics and Space Administration (NASA). We 
dismiss the protest as academic. 

This RFP sought offers for a mass storage system for 
attachment to a Univac computer. Mass stor'age systems are, 
in general terms, mechanical libraries for the off-line 
storage of tapes containing large amounts of information: 
when information in the library is needed, the particular 
tape is removed from the library and the information elec- 
tronically transferred to a disk or other device directly 
accessible by the computer. 

Centennial contends that the RFP called for a premium 
level system and asserts that, based on what it knows of 
MASSTOR's technology and approach to mass storage systems, 
MASSTOR could not have satisfied the mandatory requirements 
of this solicitation. NASA asserts that MASSTOR met all of 
the requirements except one, which NASA concedes may have 
been relaxed in its evaluation of MASSTOR's proposal. In 
its final comments on thls protest, Centennial states that 
if it had known of N A S A ' s  actual requirement for a 
less-than-premium system, "Centennial's price would have 
been at least $2.2 million lower." 
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'has receive best an( inal offers, but has not 
yet made award. 
prices are, not known to the competitors, although Centennial 
is aware that its price was at least 100 percent higher than 
MASSTOR'S price. We have conducted an in camera review of 
their proposals, which discloses that M z S T O R  used a differ- 
ent technical approach to reduce the cost of its proposal-- 
an approach available under the RFP but not used by 
Centennial--which afforded MASSTOR a substantial cost 
advantaqe in this procurement. Rased on our review of these 
figures, we can state that even if we accept as true the 
assertion that Centennial could have reduced its price by 
$2.2 million, Centennial still would not have been 
competitive. 

To the best of our knowledge, the precise 

In these circumstances, Centennial was not prejudiced 
by NASA's alleged relaxation of the RFP requirements. KET, 
-* Inc B-190983, December 21, 1979, 79-2 CPD 429, affirmed, 
81-1 CPD 17. Therefore, the protest is academic and will 
not be considered. Martin Marietta Corporation, B-204785, 
May 5, 1982, 82-1 C P D  423. 

lJcyt3.d- & 
Harry R. Van Cleve 
Acting General Counsel 
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